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T. S. Eliot Society 

27
th 

Annual Meeting: Sept. 22-24, 2006 
     

 

Friday, Sept. 22 

 

10:00 - 12:00  

Board of Directors Meeting, Garden Room,  

 Inn at the Park 

 

St. Louis Woman’s Club (4600 Lindell  

 Boulevard) 

 

10:00 - 12:00   

Peer Seminars 

 

 1: Eliot and the London Scene, 1914-1939  

 Leader: Vincent Sherry, Villanova  

 University 

  

 2: Eliot in the Theatre 

 Leader: Sarah Bay-Cheng, SUNY-Buffalo 

  

 

1:30 - 3:00  

Conference Session I 
Chair: Russell Elliott Murphy, University of 

 Arkansas at Little Rock 

 

Nancy K. Gish, University of Southern  

 Maine 

“Pierre Janet’s desagrégation in ‘Gerontion’  

 and The Waste Land” 

 

 

 

 

 

Hee-jin Bae, Sunkyunkwan University, 

 Korea 

“Jungian Individuation in The Family  

 Reunion” 

 

Jewel Spears Brooker, Eckerd College 

 “Crime, Sex, and Blood in The Elder  

 Statesman” 

  

3:15 - 4:45  

Conference Session II 

Chair: Lee Oser, College of the Holy Cross 

 

Hazel Atkins, University of Ottawa 

 “Ragged Rocks in Restless Waters: The  

 Importance of Place in the Poetry of  

 T. S. Eliot” 

 

Timothy Sutton, University of Miami 

 “T. S. Eliot: A Provincial Catholicism” 

 

Keiji Notani, Kobe University 

“T. S. Eliot’s Idea of a Church: His Possible  

 Indebtedness to the Tractarians” 

 

 

 

7:30   

Reception 
Home of John Karel, Tower Grove Park 
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Saturday, Sept. 23 

  

St. Louis Woman’s Club 

 

9:00 - 10:30 

Conference Session III 
Chair: David Chinitz, Loyola University, 

 Chicago 

 

Robert Miller, Churchill  Fellow, 2006 

“Winston Churchill Travelling Fellowship  

 and T. S. Eliot Society [England]” 

 

David Ayers, University of Kent 

“T. S. Eliot and Wyndham Lewis:  

 Convergence and Contrast” 

 

Thomas Dilworth, University of Windsor 

“T. S. Eliot and David Jones: Biographical 

 Intersections” 

   

11:00 - 12:00  

Memorial Lecture 
“T. S. Eliot and David Jones: Rats, Romans,  

 and Trees” 

William F. Blissett, University of Toronto 

 

12:30 – 2:15 

Lunch 

Presentation: “The Poetry of Provenance” 

Joseph Baillargeon, University of  

 Washington 

 

2:30 - 4:00  

Conference Session IV 
Chair: William Harmon, University of North 

 Carolina at Chapel Hill 

 

Leah Pate, Arizona State University 

“The Curse of the Poet-Prophet in The  

 Waste Land” 

 

Matthew Bolton, New York University 

“Manchild in The Waste Land: Innocence, 

 Autism, and Eliot’s Dickensian  

 Narrator” 

 

 

 

 

 

John Morgenstern, Oxford University 

“Discerning the ‘Other’ in Other  

Observations: T. S. Eliot as Cultural 

 Anthropologist in 1910-1911 Paris” 

 

6:00 – 8:00  

Dinner (St. Louis Woman’s Club) 

Presentation: “T. S. Eliot and the Parisian  

 Art World of 1910-1911”  

Nancy Hargrove, Mississippi State  

 University 

 

Sunday, Sept. 24 

 

First Unitarian Church (5007 Waterman 

Boulevard)  

 

9:30  Service 

11:00 - 12:00   

Eliot Aloud: Readings of Eliot’s Works 
Chair: Linda Wyman, Lincoln University 

 

Presentation of Awards Benjamin G.  Lock-

erd 

__________________________________ 

 

T. S. Eliot Bibliography 2005 

 
(If you are aware of any 2005 citations that do 

not appear here, please contact Jayme Stayer 

at jayme.stayer@gmail.com.  Omissions will 

be rectified in the 2006 listing.) 

 

Abbot, Ruth.  “T. S. Eliot’s Ghostly Footfalls: 

The Versification of Four Quartets.”  

Cambridge Quarterly 34.4 (2005): 365-

85. 

 

Ahearn, Barry.  “Kenner, Eliot, and Lan-

guage.”  Modernism/Modernity 12.3 

(2005): 487-91. 

 

Ahn, Joong-Ahn.  “T. S. Eliot and French 

Symbolism” [in Korean, with English 

summary].  Journal of the T. S. Eliot So-

ciety of Korea 15.1 (2005): 93-141. 

 

Araujo, Anderson D.  “‘Le monde moderne 

avilit’: Eliot, the French Intelligentsia, 
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and the Death of Blasphemy” [abstract].  

T. S. Eliot Society Newsletter 57 (2005): 

6. 

 

Badenhausen, Richard.  “Contemporary Re-

views on T. S. Eliot.”  Rev. of Jewel 

Spears Brooker, ed.  T. S. Eliot: The Con-

temporary Reviews.  English Literature in 

Transition 1880-1920 48.3 (2005): 370-

75. 

 

_____.  “Totalizing the City: Eliot, de Certeau, 

and the Evolution of The Waste Land” 

[abstract].  T. S. Eliot Society Newsletter 

55 (2005): 6-7. 

 

_____.  T. S. Eliot and the Art of Collabora-

tion.  Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 2004. 

 

Barndollar, David.  “The Waste Land in, Not 

of, the MOO: A Case Study.”  Currents 

in Electronic Literacy 8 (2004).  4 Feb. 

2006.   

www.cwrl.utexas.edu/currents/fall04/bar

ndollar.html. 

 

Bay-Cheng, Sarah.  “The Transcendental Re-

alism of American Verse Drama.”  Jour-

nal of American Drama and Theatre 17.2 

(2005): 17-29. 

 

Bergonzi, Bernard.  “Hopkins, Tradition and 

the Individual Talent.”  Hopkins Quar-

terly 31.1-4 (2004): 1-10. 

 

Birns, Nicholas.  “T. S. Eliot: Poet of Belief.”  

Anglican 33.4 (2004): 16-19. 

 

Blistein, Burton.  “The Women of The Waste 

Land” [abstract].  T. S. Eliot Society 

Newsletter 56 (2005): 11. 

 

Bolton, Matthew J.  “Transcending the Self in 

Robert Browning and T. S. Eliot.”  Diss. 

City U of New York, 2005.  DAI 65:12 

(2005): 4571-72A. 

 

Bolton, Michael.  “‘Not Known, Because Not 

Looked For’: Eliot’s Debt to Browning” 

[abstract].  T. S. Eliot Society Newsletter 

57 (2005): 6-7. 

Bratcher, James T.  “The Speaker’s Occasion 

and the Death of Pan in Eliot’s ‘Journey 

of the Magi.’”  Notes and Queries 

52[250].4 (2005): 497-98. 

 

Breiner, Laurence A.  “Eliot in the Tropics.”  

Rev. of Charles W. Pollard, New World 

Modernisms: T. S. Eliot, Derek Wolcott, 

and Kamau Brathwaite.  Twentieth-

Century Literature 51.1 (2005): 110-13. 

 

Brlek,  Tomislav.  “Polyphiloprogenitive:  

T. S. Eliot’s Notion of Culture.”  TRANS: 

Internet Journal for Cultural Sciences 15 

(2004).  17 May 2006.  

www.inst.at/trans/15Nr/01_2/brlek15.htm

. 

 

Bush, Ronald.  Rev. of David Chinitz, T. S. 

Eliot and the Cultural Divide.  Modern-

ism/Modernity 12.1 (2005): 198-200. 

 

Chandran, K. Narayana.  “T. S. Eliot and  

W. E. Henley: A Source for the ‘Water-

dripping Song’ in The Wasteland.”  Eng-

lish Language Notes 43.1 (2005): 59-62. 

 

Choi, Hie-Sup.  “The Realization of the World 

and the ‘Overwhelming Question’ in 

‘The Love Song of J. Alfred Prufrock’” 

[in Korean, with English summary].  

Journal of the T. S. Eliot Society of Korea 

15.2 (2005): 117-38. 

 

Choi, Jong-Soo.  “Erotic Frustration in Eliot’s 

Early Poems” [in Korean, with English 

summary].  Journal of the T. S. Eliot So-

ciety of Korea 15.2 (2005): 7-19. 

 

Cooter, Sean.  “Living though [through] 

Translation: Lucian Blaga, T. S. Eliot, 

and the Cultural Politics of Translation in 

Modernism.”  Diss. U of Michigan, 2005.  

DAI 65:10 (2005): 3791A. 

 

Crisan, Marius.  “Reading as Surprise in  

T. S. Eliot’s Essays” [abstract].  T. S. 

Eliot Society Newsletter 55 (2005): 9. 
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Cuda, Anthony J.  “The Hidden Soul in W. B. 

Yeats and T. S. Eliot.”  Diss. Emory U, 

2004.  DAI 65:8 (2005): 2983-84A. 

 

_____.  “The Use of Memory: Seamus 

Heaney, T. S. Eliot, and the Unpublished 

Epigraph to North.”  Journal of Modern 

Literature 28.4 (2005): 152-75. 

 

_____.  “Who Stood over Eliot’s Shoulder?”  

Modern Language Quarterly 66.3 (2005): 

329-64. 

 

Demoor, Marysa.  “From Epitaph to Obituary: 

The Death Politics of Ezra Pound and T. 

S. Eliot.”  Biography 28.2 (2005): 255-

75. 

 

Dente, Carla.  “RSC 1999: Enter Guilt on the 

Stage of Consciousness: The Family Re-

union by T. S. Eliot.”  The Poetics of 

Transubstantiation: From Theology to 

Metaphor.  Eds. Douglas Burnham and 

Enrico Giaccherini.  Aldershot, England: 

Ashgate, 2005.  137-49. 

 

Dickey, Frances.  “The Parrot’s Cry: The 

Problem of Other Minds in ‘Portrait of a 

Lady’” [abstract].  T. S. Eliot Society 

Newsletter 57 (2005): 7. 

 

Douglas-Fairhurst, Robert.  “Old Bags and 

‘the Old Style’: A New Source for 

Beckett’s Happy Days?”  Notes and Que-

ries 52(250).4 (2005): 502-05. 

 

Ellis, Thomas Sayers.  “Ambition and Great-

ness: An Exchange.”  Poetry 185.6 

(2005): 445-53. 

 

Enjuto Rangel, Cecilia.  “Cities in Ruins: The 

Recuperation of the Baroque in T. S. 

Eliot and Octavio Paz.”  How Far Is 

America from Here?  Eds. Theo D’haen, 

et al. Amsterdam: Rodopi, 2005.  283-96. 

 

Ensslin, Astrid.  “Women in Wasteland: Gen-

dered Deserts in T. S. Eliot and Shelley 

Jackson.”  Journal of Gender Studies 

14.3 (2005): 205-16. 

Ganteau, Jean-Michel.  “Undulatory Meta-

morphoses: Peter Ackroyd’s Albion, an 

Internal Definition of Englishness.”  

REAL: The Yearbook of Research in Eng-

lish and American Literature 20 (2004): 

263-72. 

 

Garofalo, Patricia S.  “In the Scorn of Eyes: 

Tiresias and the Lady in the Pub in The 

Waste Land” [abstract].  T. S. Eliot Soci-

ety Newsletter 55 (2005): 8. 

 

Golding, Alan C.  “The Dial, The Little Re-

view, and the Dialogics of Modernism.”  

American Periodicals 15.1 (2005): 42-55. 

 

Goodspeed-Chadwick, Julie Elaine.  “Sexual 

Politics in The Waste Land: Eliot’s 

Treatment of Women and Their Bodies in 

‘A Game of Chess’ and ‘The Fire Ser-

mon.’”  Feminismo/s 4 (2004): 117-25. 

 

Gorak, Jan.  Rev. of Jewel Spears Brooker, 

ed., T. S. Eliot: The Contemporary Re-

views.  English Language Notes 43.2 

(2005): 200-203. 

 

Gozzi, Francesco.  “Shakespeare as Paraclitus: 

Transubstantiation in Joyce and T. S. 

Eliot.”  The Poetics of Transubstantia-

tion: From Theology to Metaphor.  Eds. 

Douglas Burnham and Enrico Giac-

cherini.  Aldershot, England: Ashgate, 

2005.  88-94. 

 

Grant, Michael.  “Fulci’s Waste Land: Cin-

ema, Horror and the Abomination of 

Hell.”  Film Studies: An International 

Review 5 (2005): 30-38.  [Rpt. from An-

drea Sabbadini, ed.  The Couch and the 

Silver Screen 2003.] 

 

Greaves, Richard.  Rev. of David Chinitz, T. 

S. Eliot and the Cultural Divide.  The Re-

view of English Studies 56.225 (2005): 

472-74. 

 

Gupta, Suman.  “T. S. Eliot, Prufrock and 

Other Observations.”  Aestheticism and 

Modernism: Debating Twentieth-Century 

Literature 1900-1960.  Eds. Richard 



T. S. Eliot Society Newsletter  Summer 2006 5 

Danson Brown and Suman Gupta.  Lon-

don: Routledge and Open U, 2005.  230-

76. 

 

Han, Hyun-Suk.  “The Influence of Henry 

James on T. S. Eliot’s Poetry” [in Ko-

rean, with English summary].  The Jour-

nal of the T. S. Eliot Society of Korea 

15.2 (2005): 139-65. 

 

Hannah, Sarah.  “Only Through Time: Struc-

ture and Temporality in Three Modern 

Sequence Poems.”  Diss. Columbia U, 

2005.  DAI 66:5 (2005): 1779-80A. 

 

Hargrove, Nancy D.  “T. S. Eliot and Opera in 

Paris, 1910-1911.”  Yeats Eliot Review 

21.3 (2004): 2-20. 

 

Huh, Jungja.  “‘The Hollow Men’: A Night-

mare Vision or A Vision—The Hollow 

Men in a ‘Boundary Situation’” [in Ko-

rean, with English summary].  Journal of 

the T. S. Eliot Society of Korea 15.1 

(2005): 143-72. 

 

Jeon, Jong-Bong.  “The Idea of Bakti Yoga 

and Four Quartets” [in Korean, with 

English summary].  Journal of the T. S. 

Eliot Society of Korea 15.2 (2005): 167-

88. 

 

Jones, Mark.  “The Voice of Lancelot An-

drewes in Eliot’s Ash-Wednesday.”  Re-

nascence 58.2 (2005): 153-63. 

 

Karp, Marcia.  Rev. of Lawrence Rainey, T. S. 

Eliot, The Annotated Waste Land with 

Eliot’s Contemporary Prose, and Revisit-

ing ‘The Waste Land.’”  T. S. Eliot Soci-

ety Newsletter 56 (2005): 6-10. 

 

Kim, Byung-Ok.  “A Heideggerian Reading of 

‘Gerontian’ [sic]” [in Korean, with Eng-

lish summary].  Journal of the T. S. Eliot 

Society of Korea 14.2 (2004): 7-38. 

_____.  “Eliot and Nietzsche: The Birth of 

Impersonal Theory” [in Korean, with 

English summary].  Journal of the T. S. 

Eliot Society of Korea 15.1 (2005): 59-

91. 

Kim, Hee-Sung.  “Automatons in Modern Me-

tropolis” [in Korean, with English sum-

mary].  Journal of the T. S. Eliot Society 

of Korea 14.2 (2004): 99-127. 

 

Kim, Koo-Seul.  “The Polyphonic Voices in 

Portrait of a Lady” [in Korean, with Eng-

lish summary].  Journal of the T. S. Eliot 

Society of Korea 15.1 (2005): 33-57. 

 

_____.  “T. S. Eliot’s Women and the Mer-

maids in ‘The Love Song of J. Alfred 

Prufrock’” [in Korean, with English 

summary].  Journal of the T. S. Eliot So-

ciety of Korea 14.2 (2004): 39-62. 

 

Kim, Shin-Pyo.  “The Concept of ‘Still Point’ 

and Its Embodiment in the Poetry of T. S. 

Eliot” [in Korean, with English sum-

mary].  Journal of the T. S. Eliot Society 

of Korea 14.2 (2004): 63-98. 

 

Kim, Yang-Soon.  “Eliot’s Four Quartets and 

Derrida’s ‘How to Avoid Speaking’: The 

Two Texts’ Mutual Illumination” [in Ko-

rean, with English summary].  Journal of 

the T. S. Eliot Society of Korea 15.2 

(2005): 43-66. 

 

Kirsch, Adam.  “Travels in ‘The Waste 

Land.’”  New Criterion 23.8 (2005): 12-

16. 

 

Kwon, Young-Tak.  “Poet and Preacher: Basic 

Attitude in the Criticism of T. S. Eliot.” 

[in Korean, with English summary].  

Journal of the T. S. Eliot Society of Korea 

15.2 (2005): 21-41. 

 

Larrissy, Edward.  “Myth, Legend, and Ro-

mance in Yeats, Pound, and Eliot.”  A 

Companion to Romance: From Classical 

to Contemporary.  Ed. Corinne Saunders.  

Malden, MA: Blackwell, 2004.  438-53. 

 

Lee, Kyu-Myoung.  “A Deleuzean Reading on 

‘The Love Song of J. Alfred Prufrock.’” 

[in Korean, with English summary].  

Journal of the T. S. Eliot Society of Korea 

15.2 (2005): 85-115. 

 



T. S. Eliot Society Newsletter  Summer 2006 6 

_____.  “Re-Reading ‘Ash-Wednesday’: Ul-

timate Reality of Life and the Ultimate 

Stranger” [in Korean, with English sum-

mary].  Journal of the T. S. Eliot Society 

of Korea 14.2 (2004): 157-81. 

 

Lehmann-Haupt. Rachel.  “The Criterion 

(1922-1939).”  Folio 33.6 (2004): 68. 

 

Lesman, Robert St. Clair.  “Agendas of Trans-

lation: Wallace Stevens, T. S. Eliot and 

Allen Tate in ‘Origenes: Revista de arte y 

literatura’ (1944-56).”  Diss. U of Texas, 

Austin, 2005.  DAI 66:5 (2005): 1755A 

 

Levy, Eric P.  “The Literary Depiction of On-

tological Shock.”  Midwest Quarterly 

46.2 (2005): 107-22. 

 

Llorens Cubedo, Dídac.  “Rain and Spring in 

Sinera and the Waste Land [sic].”  Jour-

nal of Catalan Studies 7 (2004).  4 Feb. 

2006.  

www.uoc.edu/jocs/7/articles/llorens/inde

x.html. 

 

Lockerd, Benjamin G., Jr.  Rev. of Donald 

Childs, From Philosophy to Poetry: T. S. 

Eliot’s Study of Knowledge and Experi-

ence.  T. S. Eliot Society Newsletter 55 

(2005): 2-4.   

 

Lowe, Peter.  “Prufrock in St. Petersburg: The 

Presence of Dostoyevsky’s Crime and 

Punishment in T. S. Eliot’s ‘The Love 

Song of J. Alfred Prufrock.’”  Journal of 

Modern Literature 28.3 (2005): 1-24. 

 

Maas, David F.  “The Deleterious Effects of 

Negative Time-Binding.”  ETC: A Re-

view of General Semantics 62.2 (2005): 

172-80.  [discusses Prufrock] 

 

Marsh, Alec and Benjamin Lockerd, Jr.  

“Pound and Eliot.”  American Literary 

Scholarship.  Ed. Gary Scharnhorst.  

Durham, NC: Duke UP, 2005.  145-69. 

 

Marshall, Ashley.  “T. S. Eliot on the Limits 

of Criticism; The Anomalous ‘Experi-

ment’ of 1929.”  Modern Language Re-

view 100.3 (2005): 609-20. 

 

Martin, Wallace.  Rev. of Jewel Spears 

Brooker, T. S. Eliot: The Contemporary 

Reviews.  Journal of Modern Literature 

28.4 (2005): 176-79. 

 

Miller, James E., Jr.  T. S. Eliot: The Making 

of an American Poet, 1888-1922.  Uni-

versity Park, PA: Pennsylvania State UP, 

2005. 

 

Mulvihill, James.  “‘The Love Song of J. Al-

fred Prufrock’ and Byron’s Speaker in 

Don Juan.”  Notes and Queries 52[250].1 

(2005): 101. 

 

Murphy, Russell Elliott.  Rev. of Jewel Spears 

Brooker, ed., T. S. Eliot: The Contempo-

rary Reviews.  Yeats Eliot Review 21.4 

(2004): 19-21. 

 

Narita, Tatsushi.  “How Far Is T. S. Eliot from 

Here?  The Young Poet’s Imagined 

World of Polynesian Matahiva.”  How 

Far Is America from Here?  Eds. Theo 

D’haen, et al.  Amsterdam: Rodopi, 2005.  

271-82. 

 

Nodelman, J. N.  “Gear-and-Girder-Age Nar-

rative and T. S. Eliot’s ‘The Dry Sal-

vages’” [abstract].  T. S. Eliot Society 

Newsletter 55 (2005): 8-9. 

 

Palka, Ewa.  “The Secular and the Divine in T. 

S. Eliot’s Ash-Wednesday and John 

Donne’s Devotions.”  Estudios Ingleses 

de la Universidad Complutense 13 

(2005): 123-37. 

 

Pondrom, Cyrena N.  “T. S. Eliot: The Per-

formativity of Gender in The Waste 

Land.”  Modernism/Modernity 12.3 

(2005): 425-41. 

 

Rainey, Lawrence.  “Eliot among the Typists: 

Writing The Waste Land.”  Modern-

ism/Modernity 12.1 (2005): 27-84. 
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_____.  Revisiting The Waste Land.  New Ha-

ven: Yale UP, 2005. 

 

_____.  The Annotated Waste Land with 

Eliot’s Contemporary Prose.  New Ha-

ven: Yale UP, 2005. 

 

Reynier, Christine.  “Jeanette Winterson’s 

Cogito—‘Amo Ergo Sum’—or Imper-

sonality and Emotion Redefined.”  Im-

personality and Emotion in Twentieth-

Century British Literature.  Eds. Chris-

tine Reynier and Jean-Michel Ganteau.  

Montpellier, France: Université Montpel-

lier III, 2005.  299-308. 

 

Rosen, David.  “Maturity and Poetic Style.”  

Rev. of Helen Vendler, Coming of Age as 

a Poet.  Raritan 24.4 (2005): 81-97. 

 

Ruthven, K. K.  “Preposterous Chatterton.”  

ELH 71.2 (2004): 345-75. 

 

Shin, Yang-Sook.  “An Ecological Vision in 

The Waste Land” [in Korean, with Eng-

lish summary].  Journal of the T. S. Eliot 

Society 14.2 (2004): 129-55. 

 

Silhol, Robert.  “A Concordance: Lacan’s 

Function and Field of Speech and Lan-

guage and T. S. Eliot’s Waste Land 

[sic].”  PsyArt (2004).  4 Feb. 2006.  

www.clas.ufl.edu/ipsa/journal/2004_silho

l02.shtml 

 

Singh, G.  “Mario Luzi e T. S. Eliot” [in Ital-

ian, with English summary].  Esperienze 

Letterarie 29.3 (2004): 115-23. 

Singh, Sukhbir.  “Rewriting the American 

Wasteland: John Updike’s The Centaur.”  

ANQ 18.1 (2005): 60-64. 

 

Smith, Jimmy Dean.  “Ways Deep and 

Weather Sharp: Setting in Eliot’s ‘Jour-

ney of the Magi.’”  Kentucky Philological 

Review 18 (2004): 28-34. 

 

Snediker, Michael.  “Hart Crane’s Smile.”  

Modernism/Modernity 12.4 (2005): 629-

58. 

 

Sorum, Eve.  “Masochistic Modernisms: A 

Reading of Eliot and Woolf.”  Journal of 

Modern Literature 28.3 (2005): 24-43. 

 

Spencer, Michael D.  “The Garden in T. S. 

Eliot’s Four Quartets.”  Cithara 44.2 

(2005): 32-45. 

 

Stanlake, Christy.  “JudyLee Oliva’s The Fire 

and the Rose and the Modeling of Platial 

Theories in Native American Drama-

turgy.”  Modern Drama 48.4 (2005): 819-

41. 

 

Stayer, Jayme.  “Ambivalence All Around.”  

Rev. of David Chinitz, T. S. Eliot and the 

Cultural Divide.  Twentieth-Century Lit-

erature 51.4 (2005). 

 

_____.  “T. S. Eliot Bibliography 2004.”  T. S. 

Eliot Society Newsletter 56 (2005): 2-6. 

 

Stephens, Michael R. and Jason Stephens.  

Rev. of Charles W. Pollard, New World 

Modernisms: T. S. Eliot, Derek Wolcott, 

and Kamau Brathwaite.  T. S. Eliot Soci-

ety Newsletter 55 (2005): 4-5. 

 

Takayanagi, Shunichi.  “Yeats and T. S. Eliot: 

Individual Talents, Traditions, and Dia-

logue with the Dead.”  Journal of the T. 

S. Eliot Society of Korea 15.1 (2005): 7-

32. 

 

Taneja, Gulshan.  “Impersonal Disinterested-

ness: Leavis and Eliot.”  Impersonality 

and Emotion in Twentieth-Century Brit-

ish Literature.  Eds. Christine Reynier 

and Jean-Michel Ganteau.  Montpellier, 

France: Université Montpellier III, 2005.  

17-28. 

 

Terzian, Philip.  “Eliot’s Last Joke: Literary 

Archaeology Unearths a Castle in Somer-

set.”  The Weekly Standard 26 Sept. 

2005: 61-63. 

 

Vericat, Fabio.  “Less Love and More Feeling: 

Radical Personality in T. S. Eliot’s ‘Im-

personal Theory of Art.’”  Impersonality 

and Emotion in Twentieth-Century Brit-
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ish Literature.  Eds. Christine Reynier 

and Jean-Michel Ganteau.  Montpellier, 

France: Université Montpellier III, 2005.  

109-17. 

 

Ward, Jean.  “A ‘Polish’ Eliot: A Study of the 

Prose Writings of Jaroslaw Marek Rym-

kiewicz and Ryszard Przybylski as a 

Contribution to the ‘Polish Image’ of T. 

S. Eliot.”  Comparative Critical Studies 

2.1 (2005): 67-91. 

 

Watson, David.  “A Mind Poised between De-

sires: The Ethos of T. S. Eliot’s Poetry 

and Criticism.”  Textual Ethos Studies or 

Locating Ethics.  Eds. Anna Fahraeus and 

AnnKatrin Jonsson.  New York: Rodopi, 

2005.  333-47. 

 

Winnberg, Jacob.  “Eliot in Reverse: Post-

modern Sentimentality in Graham Swift’s 

Ever After.”  Impersonality and Emotion 

in Twentieth-Century British Literature.  

Eds. Christine Reynier and Jean-Michel 

Ganteau.  Montpellier, France: Université 

Montpellier III, 2005.  205-13. 

 

Zilcosky, John.  “Modern Monuments: T. S. 

Eliot, Nietzsche, and the Problem of His-

tory.”  Journal of Modern Literature 29.1 

(2005): 21-33. 

 

―Jayme Stayer 

Loyola University Chicago 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Book Review 

 

William Marx, Naissance de la critique mod-

erne: la littérature selon Eliot et Valéry, 

(Artois Presses Université, 2002); pp. 

411; 20€. 

 

 In this study, William Marx demonstrates 

what previous Eliot scholarship has frequently 

suggested on a far less extensive scale: the 

history of ideas on which Eliot’s critical and 

poetic theories are founded remains a patch-

work of fragments if one ignores the ferment 

of philosophical, cultural and political debates 

in France during the early-twentieth centuries.  

Eliot perhaps more than any modernist author 

invites speculation about the reading and mis-

reading on which he founded a life in poetry; 

this is so precisely because such an extraordi-

nary number of his statements seem to be not 

mere modifications or reversals of those of his 

professors at Harvard or his contemporaries in 

England, but translations of ideas gleaned 

from the far side of the English Channel.  As 

Marx is first to remind us, however, there are 

no “transparent” translations, and Eliot’s ap-

propriation of French symbolism, or its be-

lated antagonist, French “classicism” resulted 

in strikingly new pronouncements, compelling 

new critical notions, that differed from their 

French sources and yet remained tacitly de-

pendent upon them for coherence.  Eliot was 

aware, for example, his claim to write from a 

perspective that was “monarchist in politics” 

bordered on meaninglessness in the English 

realm, but derived an ambiguous but potent 

charge in an international context. 

 The work as a whole provides a detailed 

account of the rise of formalist literary criti-

cism during Valéry and Eliot’s lifetimes.  

Drawing generously on French, British and 

American contexts, Marx limits his primary 

focus (sometimes to his argument’s disadvan-

tage) to the critical texts of the two authors as 

they articulated theories of writing as autono-

mous, internally coherent, and emphatically 

literary.  Marx proceeds by investigating four 

“crises.”  That is, he considers the centraliza-

tion of the literary text in criticism (displacing 

biographical and philological academic tradi-

tions); the arrival of symbolist poetry and con-
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sequential foregrounding of literary language 

as a genre apart; the movement of criticism 

from romantic presuppositions to those we 

would identify as formalist, classical or meta-

physical, and the reconstitution of the canon 

that followed from this; and finally, the insti-

tutional conquest of formalist criticism and its 

development as a discipline that simultane-

ously privileged the poet-author and aspired to 

an objectivity usually “reserved” to the sci-

ences.  Each chapter offers a diachronic narra-

tive of how these transformations occurred, 

and synchronically holds up Valéry and 

Eliot’s relevant texts for investigation. 

The final two chapters offer “test 

cases” that explore the limits and contradic-

tions of Eliot’s and Valéry’s critical programs.  

The first considers their practice and theory of 

translation.  For both poets, translations be-

came a kind of archetype of the literary, be-

cause romantic claims of creative genius could 

not intrude on the interpretation of a transla-

tor’s work.  And yet, as Marx details, prob-

lems or at least complications to such a theory 

emerge on close examination of the authors’ 

different critical texts.  The second, and more 

revealing, considers how the manuscript for 

Valéry and tradition for Eliot became abso-

lutes within which they could breach their oth-

erwise close adherence to the principle of the 

formal autonomy of the artwork.  The manu-

script provides a palimpsest of the genesis of 

the artwork, claimed Valéry, and leads to a 

recovery of the author’s creative process.  

Tradition, for Eliot, serves as the complete 

order within which the individual work takes 

its place and is judged.  Eventually, the term 

“culture” displaces “tradition” in his criticism, 

signaling a shift where the artwork comes to 

stand not only within literature but within so-

ciety, past, present and future.  Without aban-

doning the principle of literature as autono-

mous, both poets find means of violating it, 

which, we may speculate, prevented “auton-

omy” from becoming a euphemism for iso-

lated, useless or obsolete. 

For the Anglo-American reader, the 

erudite filling-in of particular literary-

historical lacunae is probably the most impor-

tant contribution Marx’s study makes.  While 

the whole argument is rewarding, it essentially 

proves on the strict basis of Valéry and Eliot’s 

texts what other surveys of modernism have 

already acknowledged (if not demonstrated).  I 

should like to introduce just four of Marx’s 

many smaller points that are of particular his-

torical interest. 

First, he outlines in both an institu-

tional and poetic-theory context the invention 

of a literary patrimony now taken for granted.  

Valéry and Eliot both claimed to be heirs of a 

tradition that runs from Edgar Allen Poe to 

Charles Baudelaire, on to Stéphane Mallarmé 

before meeting the present in Valéry or Eliot.  

Valéry was moved to claim Poe as a point of 

origin in order to escape the “sterile” debate in 

France between Classicist and Romanticist 

tastes, by inventing a “symbolist” tradition.  

By finding a foreign (American) reference 

point, he  set himself outside that debate and, 

in the long run, positioned himself to be re-

vered by the most Classicist and Romantic 

dispositions.  Eliot, viewing Poe in the same 

alcoholic and minor light as his Anglophone 

contemporaries, was swift to downplay this 

point of origin by shifting his attention to 

Baudelaire.  Marx argues it was Baudelaire the 

critic, more than poet or translator, whom 

Eliot adopted as his personal progenitor, 

whereas Valéry in fact looked to Baudelaire 

simply as having made possible more impor-

tant poets like Verlaine, Mallarmé and Rim-

baud.  Valéry and Eliot adopt a similar gene-

alogy for similar ends, but the distinctions be-

tween them shed light on both the incom-

mensurability of the French and Anglophone 

literary milieux as well as on their constant 

parallels. 

Second, Marx provides a helpful ac-

count of the emergence of “romanticism,” 

“classicism” and “symbolism” in France in 

ways that explain Eliot’s own use of those 

terms.  Given that the French classical renais-

sance specifically reviled figures like Baude-

laire and Laforgue, one might initially wonder 

how Eliot could claim to be a “classicist” in 

aesthetics at the very moment his poetry be-

trayed all the markings of French symbolism.  

The answer is twofold.  Definitions of classi-

cism and symbolism shifted rapidly in the first 

decades of the twentieth century, so that be-

fore long, in France, classicism amounted 
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primarily (by no means exclusively) to a reten-

tion of meter and rhyme.  As Valéry emerged 

as a major poet in the ’twenties, his dual heri-

tage of retaining the Alexandrine and rhymed 

stanzas and cultivating obscure concrete im-

agery in keeping with the symbolists, entitled 

him to be called a “classical symbolist.”  In 

turn, this bare compound of disparate, indeed 

antagonistic, traditions merged in Eliot under 

the simple term “Classicism,” and with this 

simplification a new sort of sensibility arose 

that Eliot would embody as the patron saint of 

high modernist poetry. 

A third point: we are all of course fa-

miliar with the famed ambitions of modernism 

to attain an autonomous and purified art, freed 

of didactic or other practical “uses.”  The 

comparative conservatism of Anglophone 

modernism, however, often goes overlooked.  

The most radical manifestos and practices of 

Wyndham Lewis or Ezra Pound, for example, 

were effectively imported – or translated – 

from movements on the Continent.  Marx does 

not himself consider this fact, though he does 

provide a wide-ranging if cursory history of 

the Arnoldian moral tradition in Anglo-

American criticism that generally inflected 

and (happily?) tempered much modernist writ-

ing.  Marx does recount the debate over pure 

poetry (1925-26) waged by, amongst others, 

Fr. Henri Bremond and Valéry.  The first of 

these conceived a theory that poetry, shed of 

its impurities, rises to a kind of mystical or 

contemplative prayer.  The last merely de-

scribed “pure poetry” as a limit point toward 

which the workman-poet labors.  The names  

and ideas of the luminaries of this vigorous 

debate sometimes appear in Eliot’s own pages 

and provide him occasion to reaffirm the mod-

est autonomy of the literary.  Moreover, it also 

gave him chance to further his reflections on 

the connection of this autonomous art with 

religion by refusing Bremond’s only ostensi-

bly pious claims.  As Eliot appreciated, 

Bremond’s theory of a mystical poetry con-

flated the religious and the aesthetic and there-

fore created a modern, secular equivalent to 

divine inspiration. 

Finally, Marx cogently observes how 

Eliot rejected “imperfect critics” whether Mat-

thew Arnold or Irving Babbitt, Paul Elmer 

More or I. A. Richards because of their “Pla-

tonism.”  These critics followed Plato’s Phile-

bus in identifying the transcendentals of the 

True, the Good, and the Beautiful within Be-

ing.  Eliot, in contrast, adhered to Pascal’s 

(and T. E. Hulme’s) strict separation of the 

absolute (the religious) from the vital (the hu-

man), and so also insisted on the separateness 

of the literary.  On this score, the Pascal of 

Eliot’s later prose meets the Aristotle of The 

Sacred Wood as geniuses of a pure, uncon-

fused and objective literary criticism.  Marx 

notes that Jacques Maritain’s neo-Thomism 

served as a midwife between the two.  If there 

are several difficulties in these claims, Marx’s 

outline offers an excellent point of departure 

for continued work on Eliot’s philosophical 

positions and influences.  The volume as a 

whole is itself a permanent contribution to 

modernist studies. 

―James Matthew Wilson 

 University of Notre Dame 
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Stayer Re-elected to Board 
 

Dr. Jayme Stayer was nominated for re-election to the Board of 

Directors, and as there were no other nominations, he is re-elected. 

Congratulations, Jayme, and thanks for your willingness to serve an-

other term. 

 

 

 

 

Call for Nominations 

 

The Board of Directors will be electing three officers at its 

meeting in September: Historian, Treasurer, and Vice-President. The 

Historian will be elected to a two-year term, beginning January 1, 

2007. The Treasurer and Vice-President will be elected to three-year 

terms, beginning January 1, 2007. The Vice-President automatically 

becomes President at the end of three years and Supervisor of Elec-

tions after that.  All members of the Society are welcome to make 

nominations for this position, and any member of the Society is eligi-

ble to be nominated.  Please send your nominations to the Supervisor 

of Elections, Dr. Shyamal Bagchee (shyamal.bagchee@ualberta.ca), 

and to the President, Dr. Benjamin Lockerd (lockerdb@gvsu.edu).  

Nominations must be received by August 15, 2006. 

 

Members may also make nominations for honorary membership 

and for distinguished service awards.  These nominations should be 

made to the president by August 15, 2006. 
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For Help with Society Matters 
 

To submit papers for any reading session sponsored by the Society, or to make sugges-

tions or inquiries regarding the annual meeting or other Society activities, please contact the 

President.  For matters having to do with the T. S. Society Newsletter, please contact the Vice-

President and Editor.  To pay dues, inquire about membership, report a change of address, or re-

port failure to received the Newsletter, please contact the Treasurer.  Those having business with 

the Secretary are advised to contact him directly.  The Society maintains a website at 

www.luc.edu/eliot.  The Society historian is David Chinitz, Loyola University Chicago, 6525 N. 

Sheridan Road, Chicago, IL 60626; (773) 508-2241; email: dchinit@luc.edu. 

 

 

President: Benjamin Lockerd 

Dept. of English  

Grand Valley State University 

Allendale, MI 49401 

(616) 331-3575 

lockerdb@gvsu.edu 

  

Vice President:  William Harmon 

Dept. of English and Comparative 

Literature 

University of North Carolina at 

Chapel Hill 

Chapel Hill, NC 27599-3520 

(919) 489-2766 

wharmon03@mindspring.com 

  

Treasurer: John Karel 

Tower Grove Park 

4256 Magnolia 

St. Louis, MO 63110 

jkarel@towergrovepark.org 

  

Secretary: Cyrena Pondrom 
Department of English 

7183 Helen C. White Hall 

600 N. Park Street 

Madison, WI 53706 

Phone 608-263-3717 

FAX 608-263-3709 

Home 608-238-7548 

cpondrom@english.wisc.edu  
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